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Introduction 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines § 21092 requires the lead agency preparing the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to provide public notice. The public notice shall specify the public 
comment period. Any person or entity may submit a comment to the lead agency concerning any 
environmental effect of a project being considered. The County of Santa Barbara Planning and 
Development Department is the lead agency for the North Fork Ranch Frost Ponds Project (Project) and 
posted the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the public to provide comments on the Focused EIR on 
January 10, 2020, with a comment period extending through February 10, 2020. The County accepted 
public comments on the NOP through March 6, 2020. This Appendix includes the following: 

Appendix C.1  Synopsis of NOP Comment Letters, Responses, and Reference to DEIR Sections 

Appendix C.2 NOP Comment Letters (Annotated by Comment Number) 

Appendix C.3 County of Santa Barbara Planning and Development Department Notice of Preparation of 
a Draft Environmental Impact Report, North Ranch Frost Ponds Project dated January 
10, 2020 

Overview of NOP Comment Letters 
Nine comments letters were received by the County in response to the NOP. To support this synopsis 
and to track that all comments have been addressed, these letters have been annotated with margin 
notations for each individual comment. The comment letters were received from the following parties and 
are listed in order of receipt. A complete set of the comment letters are included in Appendix C.2. 

Comment Letter 1. Law Offices of Marc Chytilo 

Comment Letter 2. United States Department of Fish and Wildlife (USFWS) 

Comment Letter 3. California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

Comment Letter 4. California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

Comment Letter 5. Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) 

Comment Letter 6. RLT Business Development 

Comment Letter 7. California State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 

Comment Letter 8. California Department of Water Resources (DWR) 

Comment Letter 9. Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 
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NOP Comment/Responses 
In addition to identifying the parts of this Appendix, this synopsis also includes Table 1.This table lists the 
comment letter receipt date, comment letter number, commenter, summary of each comment, a response 
to each comment, and a reference to where additional information to support the response can be found 
within the Focused DEIR. Table 1 was prepared to comply with CEQA Guidelines §15088, which states: 

“(a) The lead agency shall evaluate comments on environmental issues received from 
persons who reviewed the draft EIR and shall prepare a written response. The Lead 
Agency shall respond to comments raising significant environmental issues received 
during the noticed comment period and any extensions and may respond to late 
comments.”
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Letter Date Letter # Comment 
# 

Commenter Comment Summary Response and EIR Section  

3/6/2020 1 1-1 Law Office of 
Marc Chytilo 

Include Cuyama Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan 
(Plan) and Well Pumping Data in EIR, including:  
A. Describe Plan status; 
B. Add Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) as a 

trustee agency for CEQA and solicit GSA input on 
NOP and DEIR;  

C. Add Plan information into EIR baseline setting, 
pursuant to CEQA §15125 (a); 

D. Evaluate CEQA Appendix G, 2018 thresholds 
related to compliance with applicable Plans; 

E. Add information related to Applicant’s vineyard 
groundwater pumping data from GSP into EIR; 
and, 

F. Review Santa Barbara Independent article, dated 
March 6, 2020 regarding implementation of the 
Cuyama Basin Plan. 

Preparation of Focused EIR Section 3.9 considered the sources referenced in this comment.  Information about the Cuyama 
Basin GSA and Plan have been added to DEIR Chapters 1 through 5.  

3/6/2020 1 1-2 Law Office of 
Marc Chytilo 

Capture all cumulative projects impacting the Cuyama 
Groundwater Basin and sub-basins. 

Focused EIR Chapter 4 presents a cumulative impact analysis that includes a description of projects in the Cuyama Valley 
considered for this analysis. 

3/5/2020 2 2-1 USFWS Recommends updated surveys be conducted for San 
Joaquin kit fox (SJKF) to assess potential impacts in the 
DEIR. 
 

Biological resource field surveys were conducted by a Kevin Merk Associated (KMA) qualified wildlife biologist in spring 2019 
and focused on the three reservoir sites and a potential 100-foot wide construction area. Although SJKF protocol surveys 
were not conducted, no sign of this species was observed during these surveys. The reservoirs are located within the existing 
North Fork Ranch vineyard which is surrounded by exclusionary deer fencing thus minimizing potential for SJKF to enter the 
reservoir sites. Refer to DEIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Focused EIR Section 3.7 for 
additional information regarding sensitive biological resources. 

3/5/2020 2 2-2 USFWS Address presence of California red-legged frogs or 
habitat within the project area.  

Potential for California red-legged frogs to use nearby ephemeral drainages or the three reservoir sites is very low due to the 
distance from locations where the species has been previously recorded. Individuals can move 1.7 miles during a rainy 
season as noted in the USFWS comment, but the distance to the reservoirs is at least 7 miles away, over four times the 
expected dispersal distance of the species. No evidence of ponded areas was noted in any of the drainages during the 2015-
16 and 2019 biology surveys. Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 
3.7 for additional biological resources information. 

3/5/2020 2 2-3 USFWS Add discussion of purpose and need for the Project. Refer to DEIR Chapter 1 for Project Objectives. 

3/5/2020 2 2-4 USFWS Describe proposed Project and all feasible alternatives, 
including the no action alternative.  

Refer to DEIR Chapter 6.0 for a discussion of feasible alternatives, including the No Action Alternative. Chapter 6 addresses 
potential impacts to sensitive biological resources from each alternative. 

3/5/2020 2 2-5 USFWS Discuss specific acreage and detailed descriptions of 
the amount and types of habitat that the proposed 
Project or project alternatives may affect. 

The amount (acreage) of each habitat type that could be affected by construction of the three ponds has been calculated 
using GIS and is discussed in Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7. 

3/5/2020 2 2-6 USFWS Include quantitative and qualitative information 
concerning plant and animal species associated with 
each habitat type. 

Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for a description of plant 
and animal species that could be present in the Project area and affected by Project activities. 
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Letter Date Letter # Comment 
# 

Commenter Comment Summary Response and EIR Section  

3/5/2020 2 2-7 USFWS List and describe sensitive species found at or near the 
project site with anticipated effects of the Project on 
these species. 

Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for a list and description of 
federal and State-listed and locally declining /sensitive species occurrence in the proposed Project area.  

3/5/2020 2 2-8 USFWS Project should minimize use of pesticides, herbicides, 
or rodenticides. 

Mitigation Measure (MM) BIO-01.7 in the Focused EIR prohibits the use of rodenticides, herbicides, and pesticides in the 
Project area. Refer to DEIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional 
information about sensitive biological resources.  

3/5/2020 2 2-9 USFWS Assess direct, indirect, and cumulative effects on 
biological resources from the Project. 

Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for an impact analysis and 
discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative effects on biological resources as required by CEQA. 

2/10/2020 3 3-1 CDFW Recommends conducting new botanical and animal 
surveys for DEIR, since prior surveys conducted in 
2015/2016 are no longer valid and were conducted 
during an historic drought cycle.  

Updated biological resource surveys were conducted in 2019 by KMA qualified biologists. These surveys focused on the three 
frost pond reservoir locations and a 100-foot construction area around them. Appropriately, timed botanical surveys were 
conducted as well as observations of wildlife and their sign. The data from these surveys was used to prepare DEIR Appendix 
D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7. 

2/10/2020 3 3-2 CDFW Recommends focused surveys for special status native 
plants following CDFW’s Protocols for Surveying and 
Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant 
Populations and Natural Communities, 2018. If Project 
impacts sensitive species or vegetation communities, 
then specific mitigation to offset the loss of habitat 
should be included in the DEIR. The DEIR should also 
identify, map, and discuss specific vegetation 
communities within the Project Area following CDFW’s 
Protocols. 

An updated Biological Resources Assessment (BRA) that included updated biological resource surveys conducted in 2019 by 
KMA were appropriately timed and conducted by a qualified biologist using current CDFW methods. Survey results confirmed 
that no sensitive plant species were found within the three reservoir sites or within the adjacent 100-foot potential 
construction area. No CNPS ranked 1-4 plants were found on or adjacent to the reservoirs sites during the 2019 surveys, so 
mitigation ratios are not needed. However, native grasslands were found south of Reservoir No. 3. Construction of this 
reservoir would result in the permanent loss of more than 0.01-acre of native curly bluegrass within the reservoir footprint 
and construction disturbance area. In addition, the native grassland buffer would be removed, resulting in long term impacts 
to remaining grassland. MM BIO-02 requires (1) installation of exclusionary fencing around the grassland community within 
the construction area to limit direct impacts to native grassland, (2) restoration of native grasslands removed or degraded 
during construction, and (3) additional restoration of native grasslands to offset the loss of the native grassland buffer. Refer 
to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional information about 
sensitive biological resources. 

2/10/2020 3 3-3 CDFW Recommends focused surveys for animal species, 
specifically, SJKF, giant kangaroo rat, crotch bumble 
bee, and blunt-nosed leopard lizard (BNLL) pursuant to 
CDFW survey protocols.  

See response to Comment 3-2. No special-status animal species were found during the KMA 2019 surveys, so no avoidance 
and mitigation measures are required. The 2020 KMA report notes that the proposed Project site appears to lack sufficient 
pollen sources and the general vegetative structure and diversity to attract or support the crotch bumble bee and therefore 
this species is unlikely to be present and therefore, no focused surveys were conducted. Protocol surveys for BNLL were 
conducted in 2015 in Schoolhouse Canyon and along the Cuyama River in habitat of higher quality for this species than at the 
three reservoir sites and did not find any BNLL. The closest reported location of BNLL is more than five miles east of the 
proposed Project site. Based on this information and the current habitat condition at the three reservoir sites, no new 
focused surveys were conducted. The Focused EIR includes MMs BIO-01.1 and BIO-01.2 to reduce short-term impacts to SJKF 
in the unlikely event that it inhabits the Project site, including requiring pre-construction surveys. MM BIO-01.4 includes an 
American badger avoidance measure and required state and federal agency notifications in the event that an endangered 
species is encountered. Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for 
additional information about sensitive biological resources. 

2/10/2020 3 3-4 CDFW DEIR to prohibit use of rodenticides that could cause 
direct or secondary poisoning to native mammals, 
birds, and raptors. 

See response to Comment 2-8, MM BIO-01.7 prohibits the use of rodenticides. Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological 
Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional information about sensitive biological resources. 



North Fork Ranch Vineyards Frost Protection System 
Focused EIR 

October 2021, Draft Cardno Synopsis of NOP Comment Letters, Responses, and Reference to DEIR Sections  C-5 

Letter Date Letter # Comment 
# 

Commenter Comment Summary Response and EIR Section  

2/10/2020 3 3-5 CDFW Recommends landscaping with native flora, pursuant to 
CDFW guidance. 

No landscaping is required for the proposed Project, therefore, no requirements have been added. 

2/10/2020 3 3-6 CDFW Address impacts to onsite stream or riparian resources 
(jurisdictional waters) and whether a Lake and 
Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement and compliance 
with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and 404 permit and 
Regional Water Quality Control Board Section 401 
Certification is required.  

The proposed reservoirs will not impact stream or riparian resources, therefore, a LSA, 401 permit, and 404 Certification are 
not required. The 2018 Final MND discussed onsite drainage. The MND described that these drainages bisect the Project 
property in a primarily south to north direction and that they are dry for most of the year and convey periodic/flashy flows 
during monsoonal rain events and the winter rain season. As shown on Project plans (Appendix A.1), stormwater drainage 
from upslope areas adjacent to the reservoirs would be collected by proposed drainage swales. In addition, collected 
stormwater runoff and discharges from the reservoir’s overflow control system would be discharged over rock energy 
dissipaters and allowed to sheet flow at downslope locations adjacent to the reservoirs. To mitigate these potential short-
term impacts to runoff and water quality, the Project plans show the implementation of erosion/sedimentation control Best 
Management Practices (BMPs). These BMPs include the use of silt fences, straw bales, and maintenance of proposed erosion 
control measures throughout the rainy season (October 15 through April 15). Long-term erosion from proposed reservoir  
impoundment berms would have the potential to result in erosion and sediment impacts to drainage channels adjacent to the 
reservoir sites, however, potential short and long-term impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level though 
compliance with the County’s Grading Ordinance requirements and MMs FLOOD-02.1, 02.2, and 02.3 recognizes compliance with 
the County’s Grading Ordinance and requires preparation and implementation of a plan to control surface water and erosion. 
Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional sensitive 
biological resources information. 

2/10/2020 3 3-7 CDFW Add a complete description of the purpose and need 
for the Project, including the Project description and all 
construction staging areas and access routes and a 
range of feasible alternatives to the Project to avoid or 
minimize direct and indirect impacts to sensitive 
biological resources and wildlife movement areas. 

Focused EIR Chapter 1 includes Project objectives, Chapter 2 describes the Project, and Chapter 6 includes an analysis of 
feasible alternatives to avoid or minimize direct and indirect impacts to biological resources and evaporative groundwater 
loss. Refer to Focused EIR Chapters 1 through 6 and Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum for 
additional sensitive biological resources information, including wildlife movement.  

2/10/2020 3 3-8 CDFW Notify CDFW pursuant to § 1600 et seq. of the Fish and 
Game Code to determine whether a LSA is required. 
Include a preliminary jurisdictional delineation of onsite 
streams and associated riparian habitats. If resources 
present, apply effective setbacks to buffer sensitive 
areas from Project activities. In project areas which 
may support ephemeral or episodic streams, 
herbaceous vegetation, woody vegetation, and 
woodlands also serve to protect the integrity of these 
resources and help maintain natural sedimentation 
processes; therefore, CDFW recommends effective 
setbacks be established to maintain appropriately-sized 
vegetated buffer areas adjoining ephemeral drainages.  

See response to comment 3-6 above. The proposed reservoirs will not impact stream or riparian resources, therefore, a LSA 
and a preliminary jurisdictional delineation are not required. The proposed reservoirs are designed to have a 50-foot setback 
from the top of bank for ephemeral drainages, however, the reservoirs will not impact ephemeral drainages, therefore, a 
vegetative buffer is not required. Refer to Focused EIR Section 3.7 for a discussion of potential impacts to biological 
resources and required avoidance measures to protect native grasslands. 

2/10/2020 3 3-9 CDFW Identify wetlands and watercourses impacted by 
Project. Avoid wetland resources impacts. If wetland 
impacts, identify mitigation measures to compensate 
for the loss of function and value.  Avoid use of 
excessive amounts of water, and minimize impacts to 
water quality pursuant to Fish and Game Code § 5650. 

See responses to comments 3-6 and 3-8 above. Construction of the three reservoirs will not affect wetlands. There are no 
wetlands present at the three reservoir sites. Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical 
Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional sensitive biological resources information.  



North Fork Ranch Vineyards Frost Protection System 
Focused EIR 

October 2021, Draft Cardno Synopsis of NOP Comment Letters, Responses, and Reference to DEIR Sections  C-6 

Letter Date Letter # Comment 
# 

Commenter Comment Summary Response and EIR Section  

2/10/2020 3 3-10 CDFW Seek appropriate take authorization under the 
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) for impacts to 
State-listed species from Project activities (Fish and 
Game Code §2081). 

As noted above in response to CDFW comment 3-2, no CESA-protected species were found at the reservoir sites therefore, 
there is no need to consult with CDFW. The 2020 KMA BRA was completed following CDFW survey requirements. Refer to 
Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional sensitive biological 
resources information. 

2/10/2020 3 3-11 CDFW Provide a complete Biological Baseline Assessment of 
the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the Project 
area. Include the regional setting. Conduct surveys 
following CDFW’s protocols. Document vegetation 
using CDFW-accepted sources. Complete a California 
Natural Diversity Data Bases (CNDDB) search for any 
sensitive species and habitats within the Project area. 
Use CNDDB survey forms to document onsite biological 
resource surveys. Focused species-specific surveys 
should be developed in consultation with CDFW and 
USFWS. Conduct recent wildlife and rare plant survey, 
since past surveys may no longer be valid because they 
are more than two years old and conducted during 
drought conditions. 

KMA qualified biologists conducted plant and wildlife surveys following CDFW protocols and using CNDDB survey forms in 
spring 2019 after an above normal rainfall winter. These data were used in the KMA 2020 BRA and included in the baseline 
environmental setting section in DEIR Section 3.7. The KMA 2020 report includes results of a CNDDB species and habitat 
search for information through December 2019. The EIR includes an assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered species 
as well as other sensitive species. Refer to DEIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 
for additional biological resources information. 

2/10/2020 3 3-12 CDFW DEIR to discuss direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts 
to biological resources resulting from the proposed 
Project. DEIR to discuss potential adverse impacts from 
lighting, noise, human activity, exotic species, drainage, 
and groundwater. DEIR to also discuss indirect impacts 
on biological resources, including nearby public lands 
(Fish & Game Code §2081) and maintenance of wildlife 
corridor areas and access to undisturbed habitat in 
adjacent areas. In addition, EIR to analyze inadvertent 
contribution to wildlife-human interaction and 
measures to reduce these conflicts.  

Direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to sensitive biological resources are addressed in Focused EIR Section 3.7 and 
Chapter 4 Cumulative Impacts. Mitigation measures have been developed for any potentially significant effects identified 
from implementation of the frost protection system. The scope of the environmental review is limited to the construction of 
the three proposed reservoirs and implementation of the frost protection system as described in Chapter 2 Project 
Description. The three reservoirs are located within the existing boundaries of the North Fork Ranch vineyards. Focused EIR 
Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 include information about existing conditions 
within the North Fork Ranch vineyard as well as potential sensitive biological resource impacts from construction and 
implementation of the frost protection system. These conditions include existing deer exclusionary fencing that prohibits 
larger wildlife from entering the vineyard and proposed reservoirs area. Mitigation measures are included in the DEIR 
intended to reduce wildlife-human interactions, such as prohibiting the use of rodenticide and requiring pre-construction 
surveys for endangered species and requiring a biological resources monitor during construction. Refer to Focused EIR 
Chapters 1, 2, 3, 6, and Section 3.7, for additional sensitive biological resources information. Also, refer to the responses to 
USFWS and CDFW comments above which further address this comment. 

2/10/2020 3 3-13 CDFW DEIR to include measures to avoid and protect sensitive 
plant communities from Project-related direct and 
indirect impacts. 

See response to Comment 3-2 above. Focused EIR Section 3.7 addresses potential impacts to sensitive plant communities. 
MM BIO-02 addresses potential impacts to the native grassland community located within the construction area for 
Reservoir No. 3. 

2/10/2020 3 3-14 CDFW DEIR to include mitigation measures for adverse 
Project-related impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and 
habitats. If onsite mitigation is not feasible, then offsite 
mitigation should be addressed pursuant to 
Government Code §65967. 

See responses to Comments 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 above. Focused EIR Section 3.7 addresses potential impacts to sensitive plants, 
animals, and habitats. MM BIO-02 addresses potential impacts to the native grassland community located within the 
construction area for Reservoir No. 3. Onsite mitigation is feasible, therefore, no offsite mitigation is recommended. Refer to 
Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional sensitive biological 
resources information. 

2/10/2020 3 3-15 CDFW DEIR to include measures to project targeted habitat 
values from direct, indirect, and cumulative negative 
impacts in perpetuity.  

Focused EIR Section 3.7 addresses potential impacts to sensitive plant communities. MM BIO-02 addresses potential impacts 
to the native grassland community located within the 100-foot construction area for Reservoir No. 3. Mitigation consists of 
exclusionary fencing and avoidance and restoration for direct impacts to the native grassland (3:1 ratio) and loss of buffer 
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# 

Commenter Comment Summary Response and EIR Section  

areas (1:1 ratio). Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological Resources Technical Memorandum, Section 3.7 and Chapter 4 
for additional biological resources information. 

2/10/2020 3 3-16 CDFW Recommends measures to avoid Project impacts to 
nesting birds under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (MBTA) and the Fish and Game Code. 

Focused EIR Section 3.7 includes MM BIO-01.6 to reduce potential impacts to nesting birds to comply with MBTA and Fish 
and Game Code sections and MM BIO-01.5 requires pre-construction surveys to identify locations of nesting birds. If 
determined through these surveys that nesting birds or suitable habitat for nesting birds will be impacted during 
construction, then setbacks will be required to ensure that Project personnel avoid disturbance.  

2/10/2020 3 3-17 CDFW CDFW does not support use of translocation or 
transplantation as the primary mitigation strategy for 
unavoidable impacts to rare, threatened, or 
endangered plant or animal species. 

Focused EIR Section 3.7 addresses potential impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species. No federal 
or state listed plant or animal species are expected to occur within the Project. On-site mitigation is feasible, therefore, use 
of translocation or transplantation to avoid impacts will not be needed. Refer to Focused EIR Appendix D.1 Biological 
Resources Technical Memorandum and Section 3.7 for additional sensitive biological resources information. 

2/10/2020 3 3-18 CDFW Recommends use of a qualified biological monitor 
approved by CDFW to be onsite prior to and during 
ground and habitat disturbing activities. To avoid direct 
impacts to special status species or other wildlife of low 
mobility that could be killed or injured during Project-
related construction activities, CDFW recommends that 
a qualified monitoring be onsite prior to and during 
ground and habitat disturbing activities to move these 
species out of harm’s way.  

Focused EIR Section 3.7 includes MM BIO-01. to reduce potential impacts to sensitive and low mobility species and MM BIO-
01.5 requires a qualified biologist to be onsite for pre-construction surveys and during Project-construction activities that 
could cause injury to these species.   

2/10/2020 3 3-19 CDFW Include restoration and re-vegetation plans prepared in 
accordance with CDFW recommendations.  

Focused EIR Section 3.7 includes MMs BIO-01.1, which required adherence to the USFWS Standardized Recommendations 
for Protection of the Endangered San Joaquin Kit Fox Prior to Ground Disturbance. These recommendations require 
restoration of the ground surface including recontouring and seeding. These measures would apply to all areas with 
temporary ground disturbance, including storage and staging areas, temporary roads, pipeline corridors, etc. These areas will 
be re-contoured, if necessary, and revegetated to restore the area to pre-construction conditions. An area subject to 
"temporary" disturbance means any area that is disturbed during the project, but after project completion will not be subject 
to further disturbance and has the potential to be revegetated.  
 

2/10/2020 4 4-1 Caltrans EIR to address impacts of project berms and grading 
along SR 166 and irrigation pipelines beneath SR 166. 

Focused EIR Section 3.8 and Appendix D.2 Flooding Technical Memorandum confirm potential impacts from project berms, 
grading, and irrigation pipelines will not result from implementation of the Project subject to compliance with applicable 
building and engineering standards and that Project plans are revised to make all three reservoirs consistent. Refer to MM 
FLOOD-01, 02.1, 02.2, 02.3, and 03 in Focused EIR Section 3.8.   

2/10/2020 4 4-2 Caltrans Project should be approved by DWR to ensure berms 
are structurally adequate. 

The Applicant coordinated with DWR Division of Safety of Dams (DOSD) to determine applicable reservoir design and 
construction requirements. DSOD provided a formal response to the Applicant dated December 17, 2020 (Appendix A.12.) 
The letter confirmed that any dam that is less than 25-feet high and has storage capacity less than 50 acre-feet is not subject 
to DWR jurisdiction. DOSD reviewed revised reservoir plans, dated July 17, 2020, and determined that the three reservoirs 
fall under the DWR capacity limits. The DOSD response letter also noted several good practice design standards for dam 
safety including increasing the diameter of the proposed spillway pipes and including an alternative means of addressing 
seepage control, other than using an anti-seepage collar. Appendix D.2 Flooding Impacts Technical Memorandum included a 
review of existing plans, reports, and DOSD correspondence. This memorandum identifies potential concerns with the 
proposed design and identifies MMs FLOOD-01, 02.1, 02.2, 02.3, and 03 to address these potential flooding impacts. The 
analysis presented in Focused EIR Section 3.8 evaluates safety concerns and identifies mitigation measures to address these 
impacts. The Focused EIR concludes that with implementation of these mitigation measures, flooding impacts will be less 
than significant.  
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2/10/2020 4 4-3 Caltrans Potential Project-related construction impacts may 
warrant need for preparation of a Traffic Management 
Plan. 

The August 2018, Final MND confirmed that short- and long-term traffic generated by the proposed Project would be very low 
and would not adversely affect the operation of State Highway 166 or substantially increase the need for road maintenance.  
Adequate sight distance is provided along State Highway 166 to accommodate project-related vehicles that would enter and 
leave the project site and therefore, the project would result in less than significant traffic-related impacts. 

2/10/2020 4 4-4 Caltrans Requests all earth disturbance within Caltrans right-of-
way (ROW) be monitored for cultural resources. 

No earth disturbance is proposed in the Caltrans ROW, therefore, there is no need to monitor for cultural resources in the 
ROW. 

2/10/2020 4 4-5 Caltrans Integrate Dudek’s comments on the 2016 KMA BRA 
into an updated/revised Report. 

Responses to the Dudek peer review comments are included in the KMA letter dated June 24, 2016. The 2020 KMA report 
appends the Dudek peer review comments and includes the results of additional surveys conducted in 2019.  Refer to 
Focused EIR Appendices A.08 and A.11 for BRA information prepared by the Applicant, Appendix D.2 for the Sensitive 
Biological Resources Technical Memorandum prepared to support the DEIR, and Section 3.7 for additional information 
regarding sensitive biological resources. 

2/10/2020 4 4-6 Caltrans Any work within the State’s ROW requires an 
encroachment permit from Caltrans. 

No work will be conducted in the Caltrans ROW, therefore, no encroachment permit is required.  

1/23/2020 5 5-1 Santa Barbara 
County (APCD) 

EIR should address potential air quality impacts from 
Project construction activities pursuant to APCD 
guidance (2017). 
 

The August 2018, Final MND evaluated air quality impacts from Project-related construction activities and determined that 
construction-related emissions would be less than significant. However, due to the non-attainment status of the air basin for 
ozone and consistent with the 2017 APCD guidance, the project would be required to implement APCD standard conditions 
to reduce construction-related emissions of ozone precursors to the extent feasible.  

1/23/2020 5 5-2 APCD Include standard APCD mitigation measures for fugitive 
dust and diesel particulate and NOx emission measures. 

The August 2018, Final MND evaluated dust emissions from Project-related construction activities and determined that Project 
grading would have the potential to be a short-term source of fugitive dust that could have the potential to impact adjacent 
agricultural operations. The evaluation also noted that Project-related grading would also contribute to regional emissions of 
PM10 and PM2.5. Further, the discussion noted that dust emissions resulting from project-related construction would be reduced to 
the extent feasible through implementation of County Grading Ordinance and APCD requirements, which require the 
implementation of standard dust control measures to reduce short-term dust emissions to a less than significant level under 
project-specific and cumulative conditions.   
  

1/23/2020 5 5-3 APCD EIR should include a Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Plan (MMRP).  

One of the future actions associated with this Project includes adoption of the MMRP. The County will identify applicable 
sections of the Focused EIR and past proceedings to meet MMRP requirements.  

1/20/2020 6 6-1 RLT Business 
Development 
(RLT) 

Consider visual impacts of reservoirs from SR 166. The August 2018, Final MND evaluated whether the proposed reservoirs would result in new above ground facilities that would 
be visible from public viewing locations such as State Highway 166.  The evaluation concluded that due to the setback distances 
between the three reservoir sites and State Highway 166, the reservoirs would not be prominently visible to persons traveling on 
the highway.  Further, the analysis noted that grading required to construct the reservoirs would not result in scars or other 
alterations to existing topography or vegetation resulting in a significant visual impact.  In addition, required erosion control 
planting on the reservoir berms would help to the berms blend with undisturbed areas near the reservoir sites.  Visual impacts 
were addressed in the 2018 Final MND and are not part of the scope of the Focused EIR. 

1/20/2020 6 6-2 RLT Address reservoir issues resulting from an earthquake 
and impacts from a water release on SR 166. 

Focused EIR Section 3.8 and Appendix D.2 Flooding Technical Memorandum confirm that potential seismic impacts from 
project berms, grading, and irrigation pipelines will not result from implementation of the Project.  

1/20/2020 6 6-3 RLT Address water loss to evaporation from open 
reservoirs. 

Focused EIR Appendix D.3 and Section 3.9 include information related to potential impacts from evaporative groundwater 
loss from the three proposed reservoirs.  See response to Comment 1-1 above. 

1/17/2020 7 7-1 California 
State 
Clearinghouse 
and Planning 
Unit 

Transmittal of NOP for North Fork Frost Ponds draft EIR 
to responsible agencies for review and comment. 

Comment noted. NOP is included in Appendix C.3. 



North Fork Ranch Vineyards Frost Protection System 
Focused EIR 

October 2021, Draft Cardno Synopsis of NOP Comment Letters, Responses, and Reference to DEIR Sections  C-9 

Letter Date Letter # Comment 
# 

Commenter Comment Summary Response and EIR Section  

1/17/2020 8 8-1 DWR Address whether the three reservoirs meet DWR DSOD 
requirements of a jurisdictional sized dam. Submit 
reservoir plans to DSOD for confirmation. 

As noted above in response to Comment 4-2, and as requested in the DWR DOSD NOP comment letter, the Applicant 
coordinated with DWR DOSD to determine whether DOSD design and construction requirements apply to the proposed frost 
ponds. DSOD provided a formal response to the Applicant dated December 17, 2020. This letter is included in Appendix A, 
Applicant Provided Information. The letter confirmed that any dam that is less than 25-feet high and has storage capacity less 
than 50 acre-feet is not subject to DWR jurisdiction. Refer to the Technical Memorandum, included in Appendix D.X, for 
additional information regarding potential concerns with the proposed reservoir design. In addition to this memorandum, 
the analysis presented in DEIR Section 3.8 evaluates these safety concerns and identifies mitigation measures to address 
these impacts. The DEIR concludes that with the implementation of mitigation measures, flooding impacts will be less than 
significant.  

1/14/2020 9 9-1 NAHC Confirm tribal consultation requirements have been 
completed consistent with AB 52 and SB 18.  

Proof of Tribal consultation is included in the Phase 1 Cultural Resources Study for the North Fork Reservoir Project, Santa 
Barbara County, California, Rincon Consultants, 2016, included in Appendix A.03.  

1/14/2020 9 9-2 NAHC Discuss impacts to tribal cultural resources in the EIR 
pursuant to NAHC recommendations.  

The 2018 Final MND identified that a Phase 1 investigation (Phase 1 Cultural Resources Study for the North Fork Reservoir 
Project, Santa Barbara County, California, Rincon Consultants, 2016) of the proposed reservoir and pipeline construction sites was 
conducted.  The survey did not identify any archaeological resources. However, prior to the preparation of the Phase 1 
investigation, human remains were identified during excavation of an irrigation pipeline on the north side of Highway 166.  Based 
on the previous discovery of the burial, the Project site is considered sensitive for cultural resources. Based on the Phase 1 
investigation there is no indication that the proposed reservoir sites are religiously important or that the Project site is sacred. In 
compliance with the requirements of AB 52, the Barbareño/Venentureño Band of Mission Indians was formally notified of the 
proposed project by a letter dated March 13, 2017.  No response to this notification has been received. The 2018 Final MND 
identified mitigation measures to address the unanticipated discovery of sensitive cultural resources during project construction. 
Mitigation measures from the 2018 Final MND require that an archaeological monitor and Native American representative be 
present during initial ground disturbance for each of three reservoirs; describe actions to be implemented in the event that 
previously unidentified cultural resources are discovered; and inform construction workers about cultural resource sensitivity of 
the Project area. Refer to Appendix A.03. 
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Ms. Owens 
County of Santa Barbara 
February 10, 2020 
Page 9 of 13 

 
CDFW recommends that CNDDB Field Survey Forms be completed and submitted to 
CNDDB to document survey results. Online forms can be obtained and submitted at 
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/submitting_data_to_cnddb.asp; 

 
e) A complete, recent, assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered, and other 

sensitive species on site and within the area of potential effect, including California SSC 
and California Fully Protected Species (Fish & Game Code, §§ 3511, 4700, 5050 and 
5515). Species to be addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA definition 
of endangered, rare or threatened species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). Seasonal 
variations in use of the project area should also be addressed. Focused species-specific 
surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of day when the sensitive 
species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required. Acceptable species-specific 
survey procedures should be developed in consultation with CDFW and the USFWS; 
and, 

 
f) A recent, wildlife and rare plant survey. CDFW generally considers biological field 

assessments for wildlife to be valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare 
plants may be considered valid for a period of two years, in non-drought conditions. 
Some aspects of the proposed project may warrant periodic updated surveys for certain 
sensitive taxa, particularly if build out could occur over a protracted time frame, or in 
phases. 

 
6) Biological Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts. To provide a thorough discussion of 

direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely affect biological resources, 
with specific measures to offset such impacts, the following should be addressed in the 
DEIR: 

 
a) A discussion of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic 

species, and drainage. The latter subject should address Project-related changes on 
drainage patterns and downstream of the project site; the volume, velocity, and 
frequency of existing and post-Project surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion and/or 
sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and, post-Project fate of runoff from the 
project site. The discussion should also address the proximity of the extraction activities 
to the water table, whether dewatering would be necessary and the potential resulting 
impacts on the habitat (if any) supported by the groundwater. Mitigation measures 
proposed to alleviate such Project impacts should be included;  

 
b) A discussion regarding indirect Project impacts on biological resources, including 

resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian 
ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g., 
preserve lands associated with a Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP, Fish & 
Game Code, § 2800 et. seq.). Impacts on, and maintenance of, wildlife 
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitats in adjacent areas, 
should be fully evaluated in the DEIR; 

 
c) An analysis of impacts from land use designations and zoning located nearby or 

adjacent to natural areas that may inadvertently contribute to wildlife-human interactions. 
A discussion of possible conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce these conflicts 
should be included in the DEIR; and, 

 

http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/submitting_data_to_cnddb.asp
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County of Santa Barbara 
Planning and Development 

Lisa Plowman, Director 
Jeff Wilson, Assistant Director 

Steve Mason, Assistant Director 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

TO: State Clearinghouse 
Governor's Office of Planning and Research 
1400 Tenth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95812 

FROM: Steve Rodriguez, Contract Planner 
County of Santa Barbara 
624 W. Foster Road, Suite C 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 

PROJECT NAME: North Fork Ranch Frost Ponds Project 

PROJECT LOCATION: The project parcel is located at 7400 Highway 166, approximately nine 
miles west of the community of New Cuyama. The site is identified as 
APN 147-020-045, Cuyama Area, Santa Barbara County. 

PROJECT CASE NO.: 16CUP-00000-00005 

PROJECT APPLICANT: Matt Turrentine- Brodiaea, Inc., P.O. Box 6565, Santa Maria, CA 
93455 

The County of Santa Barbara will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an environmental impact 
report for the project identified above. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope 
and content of the environmental information which is germane to your agency's statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR 
prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approval for the project. The project 
description, location and the potential environmental effects are contained in a proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration that was prepared for the project but not adopted by the County Board of 
Supervisors. Additional information regarding the project and EIR scope of work approved by the 
Board of Supervisors is included in the attached summary form. 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be received at the earliest possible 
date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice . 

......................................................................................................................................................................................... 

123 E. Anapamu Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101 • Phone: (805) 568-2000 • FAX: (805) 568-2020 

624 \V. Foster Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455 • Phone: (805) 934-6250 • FAX: (805) 934-6258 

www.sbcountyplanning.org 



Notice of Preparation 
North Fork Ranch Frost Ponds Project Focused EIR 
January 13, 2020 
Page2 

Please send your response along with the name of a contact person in your agency to: 

Holly R. Owen, Supervising Planner 
624 W. Foster Rd. Suite C 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 

Date: January 13, 2020 Planner: Steve Rodriguez, Contract Planner 
Division: Development Review 
Telephone: (805) 682-3413 

cc: Clerk of the Board (please post for 30 days) 

Attachment: Proposed Final MND on compact disk or at: 
https://santabarbara.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3873113&GUID=0AA1FEA3-
59 F4-417D-926C-DD2 E33908645 
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